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I. Basis of the report 

1. This report has been drawn up on the basis of (Replacement sheets which have been furnished to the receiving Office in response to an 
invitation under Article 14 are referred to in this report as "originally filed" and are not annexed to the report since they do not contain 
amendments,) 

□ the International application as originally filed 



[xj the description, pages 
pages 
pages 



1 - 18 



, as originally filed 
, filed with the demand 
, filed with the letter of 



GO the claims, Nos. 

Nos. 
Nos. 
. Nos. 

GD the drawings, sheets / fig. 

sheets /fig. 
sheets /fig. 



1-11 



1/2, 2/2 



, as originally filed 
p as amended under Article 19 
, filed with the demand 
.filed with the letter of 

, as originally filed 
, filed with the demand 
, filed with the letter of 



8.11.04 



2. The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

□ the description, pages: 

□ the claims, Nos. 

□ the drawings, sheets / fig. 



3. El This report has been established as if (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have been considered to go 
beyond the disclosure as filed, as indicated below (Rule 70.2 (c)). - 



4. Additional observations, if necessary: 

The documents as filed do not provide any basis for using the expression "gown" in the claims, 
the only disclosure refers to "overall" as indicated for instance in original claim 3. 

Consequently examination will be carried out as if the expression "overall" had been used 
instead of the term "gown", ie, as if claimsl and 3 filed with tetter dated 6.9.04 had been 
combined. 
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V. Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, Inventive step or Industrial applicability citatioi 
and explanations supporting such statement cwauoi 

1. Statement 

Nove "y Claims ^ 

Claims 1-11 NO 
Inventive Step c , aims ^ 

Claims NQ 
Industrial Applicability Claims -\ _ 1 -j " 

Claims 



NO 



2. Citations and Explanations 



The subject-matter of claims 1-1 1 is known from intermediate document (1) WO-A-03/041807 
originating from the same inventors. 

This document (1) was published on 22.05.03 before the date of filing of the present appllcatior 
on 11.11.03, and filed on 12.1 1.02 before the priority date of the present application on 
14.11.02, by inventors who are the same as those mentioned in connection with the present 
application. This means that the priority application of 14.1 1 .02 is not the first application 
disclosing for the first time any or all of the subject-matter of the present application, but that at 
least some of its subject-matter was disclosed in the above earlier application of 12 1 1 02 
originating from the same inventjolfe. Consequently the priority must be regarded as invalid 
(w.th.n the meaning of Rule 64.1 (b)(ii) of the PCT), as far as said subject-matter was already 
disclosed in said document (1 ), in agreement with the provisions of the Paris Convention 
regulating the rights to priority. 

As a result any subject-matter which was already disclosed in document (1) is regarded as 
being disclosed on 22.05.03 before effective date of filing of the present invention, and may be 
applied to assess novelty and inventive step. 

It is clear from the disclosure in document (1) that the whole subject-matter of claim 1 is known 
from said document. The same objections apply to the additional features of claims 2 to 7. 
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The arguments of the Applicant regarding alleged differences in respect of the kind of clothing 
which is claimed are not convincing. Clearly overalls are disclosed in document (1 ) and the 
Applicant cannot argue that some overalls would be different from others, since overalls in the 
broadest definition are claimed in present claim 1. 

The same objections apply to the various uses of claims 8 to 11 which are also disclosed in the 
same terms in document (1). 
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